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A very sinllar issue to the one at hond vwen raiged in the

SU ¢ Courl of hviwons by the case of SHARP v. GEORGE (1820)

5 Ale, 65, L6 P, 212, The focts in that case were as follows:
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.,// the veviged Code off 1928 mu t be follouwad, 'he above code
. provided Tor vote both in the high nchOOL digtrict and the
tory to be sunesed. The above case would, thervelore, have

bearing on the Interpreetation of Sﬂcu1oq )” 206
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The issue of o maioﬂj,y vote on congolidation has becen before
3 VO E

the courts in othe

WEAR v, PAULKNER,
N(z G{ s v, PO r)..w":,. . ;
[ARY H“’”P“W‘CPJOuO.ﬁﬁmﬂ DISWRICY
9 (ﬁﬂw 1L927) 298 S4 9YT;
Foud (Mo. 1926) 200 38U 123,

V. ‘cﬁwﬂ (rio, 192%) A6 1 565
A GO, v. SCHOOL, DISTRICT 1

))) r 9() (‘){J"

chh of the above cenzps dealt with the peculiar wording of the
ﬂ“"u@ ] abui involved, vons of which ave similasw to our owa., I6
ig only in the cage of PO REAVER SR ﬂ v, UdL0W BIGH SCHOOL

ODLE B
DISTHICT O SOLANO COUNYY (Cal, 189k) 356 p, 119, that the 1ungaa Xs:
of the statute ip pimilar to that contzincd in Scetion Sh-A06 of
the fArizona Code, I6 dig to be noted that the foregoling case was
cited with approval 2nd holding was folloved in SHARP v. CEORGE,
BuUPTa.,

Lt is our conclusion, therefore, that the majority of the
votes cast in a propoged dletrict willl effect o consolidatlion with-
in the wmeaniog of Section 64-N06, A, C A, 1935,
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